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TOTAL RETURN ASSET CONTRACTS AND
ASSOCIATED PROCESSING SYSTEMS

RELATED APPLICATION

This application 1s a continuation of U.S. application Ser.
No. 10/103,170, filed Mar. 20, 2002 entitled “Total Return
Asset Contracts and Associated Processing Systems”, now
U.S. Pat. No. 7,433,839.

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

The present invention generally relates to non-traditional
futures contracts and associated computer systems for man-
aging these contracts. More particularly, the present invention
relates to selectively structured futures contracts having a
predetermined profile of trading properties and the data pro-
cessing systems utilized to track and process mmvestments
therein.

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

A broad spectrum of investment vehicles exists today
allowing investors to take positions having a corresponding
broad potential return and exposure to loss. For many years,
prolessional investors have enjoyed the use of derivative
investment vehicles to hedge or off-set positions and control
risk. Risk management 1s a key desire among investors, and a
corresponding growth 1n the use of futures contracts 1s retlec-
tive of their increasing role as risk management tools.

Futures contracts have a long history as risk management
vehicles. Initially used 1n the agricultural field, farmers would
employ futures contracts on their products to lock 1n a prot-
itable price for their products. This was 1n effect a “hedge”
against the risk of crop price drop and a loss suifered by the
farmer due to the lower price commanded by the crops 1n the
marketplace. The futures contract was an agreement by the
farmer to deliver the crop at some future date, at a select
(profit bearing) price. This contract was entered with a market
speculator, gambling that the crop price would rise above the
contract price on the delivery date. In the agricultural setting,
speculators would often be joined by grain processors (e.g.,
cereal manufacturers) on the buy side of the contract, to lock
in the price of araw matenal (grain) for their products—again
for risk management, but on the cost side.

As these contracts grew in popularity, markets quickly
appeared and became proficient in trading the actual contracts
as a separate asset class. These futures markets became highly
liquid, offering investors quick access to risk management
tools 1n a number of raw materials and commodities, includ-
Ing sugar, precious metals, soybeans, o1l, and the like. As the
traders gained experience with these tangible asset classes,
the markets expanded into financial assets, such as govern-
ment bonds, currencies, stocks and of particular concern here,
stock indexes, such as the S&P 500.

Stocks and 1n particular stock indexes added a new com-
plexity to the futures contract. As seen above, the futures
contract was principally concerned with gaining access to a
specified material at a pre-determined price. Accordingly,
these early contracts, when due, resulted in the delivery of the
underlying commodity—such as wheat—at the contract
price. For a contract on an index, to deliver the underlying
shares in the index would be unnecessary in view of the ready
supply of the corresponding shares on other markets. The
seller would 1nstead, per the contract terms, deliver the dif-
terence between the contract price and market price for index
stocks at the contract date, known as a cash settlement. In this
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way, the 1ndex futures contract becomes completely
decoupled from the transaction costs associated with the
underlying assets (here stocks).

An imdex futures contract 1s therefore a transaction that
exchanges cash for the future value of the corresponding
index. Much like other futures contracts, a highly liquid mar-
ket has developed for trading the futures contracts on indexes.
A particularly useful example of this involves the S&P 500
Index as originated and published by Standard and Poor’s,
Inc. It 1s an mdex of the 500 largest companies based on
market capitalization and 1s a well respected barometer of the
general United States equity markets. In this market, S&P 500
futures contracts are offered with corresponding bid-ask price
spreads, and traders buy and sell these contracts, going long,
or short in the general equity market.

Futures contracts are traded on regulated exchanges, such
as the Chicago Mercantile Exchange (“CME”). The purchase
and/or sale of futures contracts are made with licensed and
trained brokers facilitated through the use of clearing agents.
Typically, futures contracts are bought on margin, of approxi-
mately 5-10% of the index contract price. Because settlement
involves the (phantom) delivery of the underlying shares at
some future date, the contract price 1s greater than the index.
This reflects the difference between the cost of holding the
underlying stock (cost of finds, but return of dividends) and
the contract (no finds, but no dividends). As the settlement
date approaches, this differential narrows, and disappears on
the settlement date.

As time progresses towards the settlement date, the stock
prices go up and/or down and the index fluctuates 1n concert
with corresponding 1impact on the contract holders. If, for
example, the index drops, the long position may be required
to provide more cash so as to maintain the margin for the
account (known as “maintenance margin’). Also, this
“marked to market” pricing has tax implications and 1s con-
sidered a taxable event at year end.

Index futures contracts have become very popular with
large 1institutional investors, such as pension funds, insurance
companies, banks, and the like. Index futures contracts are
particularly valuable for hedging against, or speculating on,
large general price movements 1n the equity market. Because
simple diversification does not protect a portiolio from an
across the board drop 1in equity prices, these institutional
investors look to the index futures markets for help. Portiolio
managers hedge against a drop by selling index futures con-
tracts for the period in concern. I the market drops, the value
of the mdex futures contracts—depending on the amount
sold—will buffer the impact on the portiolio, protecting its
value from the downside market swing. As most fund man-
agers are long term holders of equity, the index futures con-
tracts become an incredibly efficient hedge against a loss in
“inventory” value.

While perhaps the most efficient and versatile investment
available, the use of futures contracts 1s primarily limited to
institutional investors for a number of reasons. For example,
the market has developed into a field particularly structured
for large 1nstitutions as the contract sizes are relatively large
(e.g., the mimimum contract size of an S&P 500 futures relates
to approximately $350,000.00), purchases are highly regu-
lated with margin limits and the pricing of these instruments,
involving the corresponding assessment of interest rates and
dividend vields, 1s complex. Indeed, even the tax conse-
quences are designed with the 1nstitutional mnvestor 1n mind.
These factors have prevented small investors from any mean-
ingiul participation in the index futures markets and has thus
deprived this growing investor class from the efficiencies and
risk management benefits attendant with index futures con-
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tracts. It was with this understanding of the current market
conditions that led to the present invention.

OBJECTS AND SUMMARY OF THE PRESENT
INVENTION

It 1s, therefore, an object of the present invention to provide
a computer system for managing a plurality of accounts that
include one or more mvestments 1n a unique ndex based
futures contract.

It 1s yet another object of the present invention to provide a
data processing system for implementing a unique index

based futures contract that is selectively configured for use by
non-institutional customers and 1nstitutional customers.

It 1s st1ll another object of the present invention to provide
a novel form of futures contract that provides a future
exchange date for valuation tied to a plurality of select assets
while having few encumbrances so as to allow simplified
ownership and transactions.

It 1s another object of the present mvention to provide a
computer system for managing investment portiolios for indi-
vidual customers wherein said portiolios include investments
in one or more novel index based futures contracts.

It 1s yet another object of the present invention to provide a
non-traditional futures contract that provides a future price
for an asset and 1s otherwise unencumbered by a dividend
pricing component and, with respect to non-institutional cus-
tomers, an 1nterest pricing component.

It 1s yet another object of the present invention to provide a
non-traditional futures contract that provides a future price
for an asset and 1s otherwise unencumbered by a daily margin
component for long non-institutional customers.

It 1s yet another object of the present invention to provide
for a dailly margin component for short non-institutional cus-
tomers which 1s similar 1n nature to the margin features of a
short stock position.

The above and other objects of the present invention are
realized 1n a non-traditional futures contract implemented on
a computer data processing system for the benefit of partici-
pating customers. This novel investment vehicle incorporates
a modified futures contract on a pre-select index that reflects
the market cash price of a basket of equity securities, fixed
Income securities, currencies, and/or other financial instru-
ments. The index 1s calculated from market trade data and
reported to the public on a periodic or event basis (e.g.,
intraday). The contract, as tracked and processed by the
inventive computer system, has a smaller notional value and
1s stripped of valuation complexities for non-institutional
customers. Dividends are rolled back into the index and
investing mandates a 100% performance bond for purchases
by non-institutional customers. The processing system man-
ages an interest rate pass-through feature, tracks trades, notes
price movements, and performs critical accounting functions
as required by the novel asset attributes.

In accordance with the varying aspects of the present
invention, the novel data processing system further provides
for aggregate processing of index futures contracts having a
dynamically altering profile, depending on the nature of the
account and/or customer. This includes select configurations
tor both institutional customers and non-institutional custom-
ers, based on specified criteria such as net worth. In this way
the novel system permits enhanced risk management and
custom tracking for regulatory purposes such as taxes, and the

like.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES

Certain aspects of the present invention are depicted 1n the
accompanying drawings, which are intended to be considered

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

4

in conjunction with the detailed description below, and which
are intended to be illustrative rather than limiting, and, 1n

which:

FIG. 1 1s a functional block diagram of the environment for
the present invention;

FIG. 2 1s a logic flow chart for the index processor;

FIG. 3 1s a logic flow chart for the account management
algorithm;

FIG. 4 1s a logic flow chart for non-institutional customer
account processing; and

FIG. 5§ 1s a logic flow chart for imstitutional customer
account processing.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION

First briefly in overview, the present invention 1s directed to
a novel futures contract and the system for implementing the
contract in the market. Accordingly, the mvention includes
data processing techniques and methods for creating, track-
ing, and managing multiple futures contracts for plural
account holders in both an event and periodic triggered pro-
cessing environment.

The futures contracts of the present invention are illustra-
tively described as TRAKRS—an acronym for “Total Return
Asset Contracts,” retlecting the pass-through of dividend
accounting during implementation.

Each TRAKRS 1s tied to a selectively organized index
value, reflecting the cash price of a basket of financial assets
(e.g., biotechnology stocks). Periodic changes in the makeup
of the imndex result from either corporate actions or through
scheduled rebalancing of the index—on some periodic basis,
viZ., quarterly.

TRAKRS are listed for trading on an exchange licensed to
trade futures contracts, such as the Chicago Mercantile
Exchange. The exchange and 1ts affiliates are responsible for
trading and clearinghouse {functions associated with
TRAKRS transactions. At select intervals, the pricing of the
index will be updated and disseminated to the relevant market
participants—typically intraday. In 1ts preferred embodi-
ment, TRAKRS will have a value of $1.00 multiplied by the
value of the index, which will be set to equal 110 or less on the
trading day prior to the first day of trading of the contract,
effectively creating an 1nitial price per contract of $110 or
less. The underlying index upon which each TRAKRS 1s
based 1s calculated on a total return basis (i.e., icluding
dividends). While the foregoing are the preferred character
set, variations are possible without departing from the inven-
tion.

In operation, the system employs much of the same trans-
action support associated with current futures contract trans-
actions. Brokerage services are provided by a futures com-
mission merchant (“FCM”) with trades implemented by
persons properly licensed by the applicable regulatory
authorities.

TRAKRS, however, have a dynamic margin character,
wherein the margin amount required by a purchaser depends
on the account holder’s parameters. In the preferred embodi-
ment, these parameters are tied to whether the account holder
qualified as a “qualified institutional buyer,” as defined 1n
Rule 144A under the Securities Act of 1933 (“QIB”). For
example, i the purchaser 1s a corporation that in the aggregate
owns and invests on a discretionary basis at least $100 million
in securities of issuers that are not affiliated with the pur-
chaser, the system considers the purchaser to be an institu-
tional customer and applies traditional performance bond
requirements—5%-10% of the purchase price. If the pur-
chaser does not qualify as a QIB, the purchaser 1s considered
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to be a non-institutional customer, and the margin require-
ment 1s 100% of the purchase price on the long side and 50%
of the purchase price on the short side.

The foregoing are preferred; other delineations may be
applied, and the treatment of the purchaser adjusted accord-
ingly.

The institutional customer, having posted a smaller initial
margin amount, 1s subject to daily variation margin account
requirements, as the index value changes through market
changes to the underlying shares of the index. The non-1nsti-
tutional customer, however, i1s free from this daily margin
requirement on the long side.

Each trading day after the determination of a daily settle-
ment price, the clearing member for a customer holding a
long position 1s required to pay the exchange’s clearing cor-
poration, and the clearing corporation 1n turn 1s required to
pay the clearing member for a customer holding a short posi-
tion a daily market rate of interest (e.g., the Federal Funds
Effective Rate less 1.00%) on an amount equal to the Contract
S1ze determined at such current settlement price.

To the extent the long clearing member’s customer 1s a
non-institutional customer, the clearing member will be
responsible for paying the interest payment (presumably
trom the float from the client’s margin account). To the extent
the daily settlement price increases, the clearing member will
meet increased interest rate pass-through obligations on
behalf of a long non-institutional customer (presumably from
the float on the excess margin paid by the clearing corporation
to the long clearing member).

With the foregoing overview in mind, attention 1s directed
first to F1G. 1 which depicts a functional block diagram of the
salient participants to the present invention. As reflected
therein, each futures contract includes a long and a short
side—Ilong defined as a future purchaser to the commodity,
and short defined as the future seller. For each side of the
contract, the system recognizes diflerent purchasing entities;
here the mvestor class 1s bifurcated into 1nstitutional custom-
ers and non-institutional customers; for the long side, clients
835 and 80, respectively.

Customers interact and hold investment accounts with bro-
kers and each broker has a clearing member for implementing,
futures transaction on a designated exchange. In FIG. 1, the
long and short clearing members are blocks 60 and 70,
respectively, and these clearing members are linked to the
exchange on which TRAKRS are traded, per CFTC trading
protocols.

As 1s typical today, members employ computer processing
systems for tracking and managing the various accounts
implicated by the contracts. Communication links are estab-
lished to permit exchange of mformation regarding market
pricing, trade status, positions, and margin balances. Funds
are transierred, either by wire (the preferred method) or via
end of day delivery.

The connecting arrows 1n FIG. 1 reflect the exchange of
assets, margins, and 1nterest payments between the parties. In
accordance with this flow, non-institutional customers must
deposit a cash performance bond equal to 100% of the current
TRAKRS market value to establish long TRAKRS positions
and a cash performance bond equal to 50% of the current
TRAKRS market value to establish short TRAKRS positions.

Non-1nstitutional customers that purchase TRAKRS will
not have any settlement variation obligations and will not
receive any settlement variation payments with respect to
their TRAKRS positions.

Under specified circumstances, non-institutional custom-
ers, block 90, that sell TRAKRS will make and receive main-

tenance payments to and from the short clearing member,
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block 70. I1 the settlement price increases to a level such that
a non-institutional customer’s performance bond 1s less than
or equal to 30% of such price, the non-institutional customer
must make a maintenance restoration payment to restore the
performance bond to 50% of the settlement price. Alterna-
tively, if the settlement price decreases to a level such that the
performance bond 1s equal to or greater than 70% of the
settlement price, the non-institutional customer will recerve a
maintenance restoration payment to restore the performance
bond to 50% of the settlement price. Non-institutional cus-
tomers can hold their long contracts or sell them, closing out
their respective positions.

Institutional customers, blocks 85 and 95, must comply
with the performance bond and settlement variation require-
ments set by their brokers and the exchange for long and short
TRAKRS positions. Holding these positions requires the sys-
tem to track the market price of the TRAKRS and confirm the
settlement variation payments between each institutional cus-
tomer and the related long or short clearing member, as appli-
cable. In addition to daily pricing of its position, the institu-
tional customer—purchasing long on margin, block 85,—
must also pay a daily market rate of interest on the position to
the long clearing member, block 60. This iterest payment 1s
passed through to the short mnstitutional customers.

TRAKRS are traded on the selected exchange, and the
position of all traders rationalized by the exchange’s clearing,
house, block 50, via interchange with the various clearing
members acting on behalf of customers. At the end of the
contract term, TRAKRS are extinguished and the difference
between the contract price and the index price 1s exchanged
between the parties.

The operation of the system 1s implemented with a select
index supporting TRAKRS. The 1index i1s a numerical value

that corresponds with and 1s proportional to a basket of equity
securities, fixed income securities, currencies, and/or other
financial istruments. The index value requires strict adher-
ence to industry standard computational processes to isure
trust 1n the contracted value. Accordingly, the index 1s calcu-
lated at select intervals during the trading day, with the results
widely reported, so that traders can accurately gauge their
positions via the TRAKRS’” market.

Index processing 1s presented 1n FIG. 2 1n logic flow chart
form. While presented as sequential processing, this 1s for
case of understanding; other processing regimens can be sub-
stituted (e.g., parallel) as the need may arise.

Logic begins conceptually at start block 100, and the cur-
rent value of the index 1s entered, block 110:

IDX(IL,J)

Where “I”” 1s the Index counter and “J” 1s the period counter
(e.g., S minutes). At block 120, the system culls the current
period market pricing for the components that make up the Ith
index. And, at test 130, the system determines 1f any inter-
vening system defined events have transpired such as 1ssu-
ance of dividends and/or share splits. For a total return index,
such as TRAKRS, the dividend vield 1s translated to an
equivalent amount of index shares, which 1s then included 1n
the index value, as calculated at block 140. In the case of
dividends, effective at 3:00 p.m. (Central Standard Time) on
the trading day prior to the day an index component stock will
g0 ex-dividend, the last price of such stock will be adjusted
downwards by a value equal to the dividend that will be paid
on such stock.

The system next tests for corporate mergers or other cor-
porate actions, test 150. If so, these too are used to recalculate
the index and then distribute the new index value to the
marketplace, block 170. The number of stocks 1n the mndex
may change between quarterly index reconstitutions and
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rebalancings as a result of mergers, spinoifs, or other corpo-
rate actions that may dictate the removal of a stock from the
index. In the event of a corporate action, test 150, or 1n the
event of dividends, test 130, the value of the index divisor will
be adjusted such that the index value subsequent to the ex-
dividend adjustment or corporate action will equal the index
value prior to the adjustment.

Turning now to FIG. 3, the logic flow for the mitial account
processing system 1s depicted. Logic begins conceptually at
block 200 and the selected account entered at block 210. Test
220 determines 11 the account 1s new; 11 so, logic branches to
the enrollment process, blocks 230-240, followed by qualifi-
cation, test 250. A negative response to test 250 trips the
alarm, block 260, and bypasses further processing of this
account.

Attest 270, the account 1s then filtered on a system selected
basis. For this implementation, the system checks whether the
account 1s a non-institutional customer.

A positive response to test 270 branches logic to the rou-
tines described in FIG. 4. A negative response indicates an
institutional customer, and this branches logic to FIG. 5,
block 290, and the associated logic depicted therein. At block
295, the system continues processing for the next account, via
incremental counter.

Processing ol non-institutional customer accounts 1s
depicted at FIG. 4, beginning with test 310 and the inquiry
regarding further purchase or sale of TRAKRS. A positive
response shifts logic to blocks 320-330, and the system
implements the transaction specified by the instructions of the
customer. At block 340, the customer’s account 1s updated for
the new pricing in the marketplace for any open positions in
TRAKRS. In particular, the system prices each contract, K(I,
1) for the current period, block 350. At block 360, the system
recalls the earlier contract price and calculates the differential
trom this prior period, AK(I,J), and then calculates the current
collateral adjustment required by or due to the long customer
for that period, block 370. I1 the position 1s “short”, test 380
branches logic to block 390, and the system processes the
collateral required by or due to the short customer. Processing
continues for each TRAKRS in the account, block 395.

The processing of institutional customer accounts has sev-
eral distinctions, as shown in FIG. 5. Beginning at block 400,
the system first tests for new transactions, test 410, and these
are 1implemented at blocks 420-430. Test 435 determines 1f
the transaction 1s a close out of a contract; 11 so, logic branches
to block 437 and the change 1n contract value 1s determined.
These results are then used to update the account file, block
440. At test 450, the system enters the contract, K(I,J) for each
TRAKRS in the account. The system then calculates the
change 1n value of the contract to the client (1.e., “marked to
market”) and stores 1t 1n variable AMM(L,]), block 460. In
addition, the system calculates the interval interest amount
applying the market interest rate to current market value of the
contract, K(I,I), block 470.

Continuing with FIG. §, test 480 determines 11 the 1nstitu-
tional customer’s position for the K(I1,J) 1s short. I1 so, logic
branches to block 510 wherein INT(I,]) for the contract 1s
credited to the account, and the position 1s adjusted by the
incremental change in the market value of the contract, block
520. If the position 1s long, however, logic proceeds to block

490 for an INT debit, followed by the price adjustment at
block 500.

In etther event, logic proceeds to margin, test 330, and if the
current value of the collateral in the account 1s below the
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threshold, a margin call 1s made, block 540. Processing then
continues to the next contract, block 550.

EXAMPLE 1

The above system characteristics are illustrated in the fol-
lowing example directed to a futures contract accounting

system for an index 1n a select business sector, here the bio-
technology sector. The specific holdings for this example are

delineated 1n Table I below:

TABLE ]
Ticker Company Name Initial Weighting
AMGN Amgen Inc. 10.00%
DNA Genentech Inc. 10.00%
IMNX Immunex Corp 10.00%
MEDI Medimmune Inc 9.18%
BGEN Biogen Inc 5.86%
MLNM Millennium Pharmactcls Inc 6.04%
CHIR Chiron Corp 4.97%
HGSI Human Genome Sciences Inc 4.55%
GENZ Genzyme General 3.49%
IDPH Idec Pharmaceuticals Corp 3.50%
CRA Pe Corp Celera Gen Grp 2.91%
ABGX Abgenix Inc 2.80%
CELG Celgene Corp 2.31%
GILD Gilead Sciences Inc 2.30%
AFFX Affymetrix Inc 2.14%
VRTX Vertex Pharmaceuticals Inc 1.92%
MEDX Medarex Inc 1.91%
PDLI Protein Design Labs Inc 1.80%
IMCL Imclone Systems Inc 1.55%
ICOS Icos Corporation 1.46%
CORR Cor Therapeutics Inc 1.46%
INCY Incyte Genomics Inc 1.41%
ENZN Enzon Inc 1.27%
ALKS Alkermes Inc 1.04%
TNOX Tanox Inc 1.09%
EXEL Exelixis Inc 1.04%
MAXY Maxygen Inc 1.12%
MYGN Myriad Genetics Inc 0.96%
ABSC Aurora Biosciences Corp 1.03%
ACLA Aclara Biosciences Inc 0.91%

Each TRAKRS index 1s calculated by an Index Calculation
Agent at select intervals during the trading day and will move
upwards or downwards 1n response to the market movements
of the underlying index components. In addition, as the index
reflects a total return, dividend payments are incorporated
into the index value. Other events that alter the index value
include mergers, acquisitions, special distributors, and the
like on a company basis. Finally, an Index Compilation Agent
has preset limits regarding diversity and the like, and the
index may be adjusted to retlect these changes on a periodic
basis.

In operation, the system supports transactions for two
classes of customers—institutional and non-institutional.
Institutional customers are large entities, typically pension
funds, hedge funds, or msurance companies. Non-institu-
tional customers are smaller entities and individuals involved
in retail mvestment products.

TRAKRS may be offered to both customer classes through
a fTutures commission merchant. TRAKRS also may be
offered to non-institutional customers through a broker-

caler. In either case, TRAKRS funds are held 1n segregated
accounts maintained by clearing members.

For an institutional customer, a long position and a short
position 1n TRAKRS each requires a performance bond of
5%-10% of the total contract price. In addition, the 1nstitu-
tional customer’s account 1s subject to daily settlement varia-
tion requirements for each TRAKRS position.
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Each trading day after the determination of the daily settle-
ment price, the institutional customer holding a long
TRAKRS position pays its long clearing member (based on
the amount of (long TRAKRS held by the institutional cus-
tomer multiplied by the applicable TRAKRS values) and the
institutional customer holding a short TRAKRS position will
receive from 1ts short clearing member (based on the amount
of short TRAKRS held by the institutional customer multi-
plied by the applicable TRAKRS values), a daily market rate
of interest. For this example, the daily rate of interest may
equal the Federal Funds Effective Rate less 1.00%. Interest
payment are tracked and disbursed on a daily basis.

For a non-institutional customer, a long position in
TRAKRS requires a performance bond equal to 100% of the
total contract price, and a short position 1n TRAKRS requires
a performance bond equal to 50% of the total contract price.
A non-nstitutional customer that holds a long TRAKRS
position will not have any settlement variation obligations
and will not recetve any settlement variation payments with
respect to that position. However, a non-institutional cus-
tomer that holds a short TRAKRS position will make and
receive maintenance payments under specified circum-
stances. If the settlement price increases to a level such that
the non-institutional customer’s performance bond 1s less
than or equal to 30% of such price, the non-institutional
customer will make a maintenance restoration payment to
restore the performance bond to 50% of the settlement price.
Alternatively, if the settlement price decreases to a level such
that the performance bond 1s equal to or greater than 70% of
the settlement price, the non-institutional customer waill
receive a maintenance restoration payment to restore the per-
formance bond to 50% of the settlement price.

The long and short positions for TRAKRS are decoupled,
and are traded 1n the marketplace pending expiration of the
contract. Because time value associated with the contract
term 1s oifset by the value of the interest rate pass-through, the
pricing will reflect the underlying index value. Unless closed
out earlier, both sides of the contract will close at the term of
the contract, with payment based on the difference between
the contract price and market price for the index.

The Index Compilation Agent (typically, the brokerage)
identifies a universe of common stocks and American deposi-
tary shares primarily listed for trading on a U.S. securities
exchange or through the Nasdaq National Market System.
For this example, stocks are selected that represent all of the
companies involved 1n the biotechnology industry (the “Bio-
technology Stocks™) and then excludes companies that do not
have: (1) a minimum market capitalization of $150 million;
(2) a minimum 60-day average daily trading volume of $1
million; or (3) a minmimum 60-day average daily share volume
of 100,000 shares per day.

The Index Compilation Agent then rank orders the Bio-
technology Stocks that meet or exceed 1ts eligibility critenia
by, for example, market capitalization, selecting the top 30
1ssues (the “Component Stocks™).

Once the Component Stocks have been selected for inclu-
s1on 1n the mndex, the Index Compilation Agent will apply a
weighting algorithm to them. For example, a modified capi-
talization weighting algorithm could be applied so that 1f any
stock should carry more than a 10% weight, 1ts excess weight
shall be proportionately redistributed among the remaining
Component Stocks. For example, i1 the stock with the largest
welghting carries a weight of more than 10% 1n the 1ndex, its
excess weight will be proportionately redistributed among
the remaiming 29 Component Stocks. Similarly, 11 the stock
with the second highest weighting carries a weight of more
than 10% 1n the index, its excess weight will be proportion-
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ately redistributed among the remaining 28 Component
Stocks. The Index Compilation Agent will continue this pro-
cess until no stock has more than a 10% weight in the index.
The Calculation Agent will calculate and disseminate index
quotes every fifteen seconds during the course of each trading
day. The index will be calculated on a total return basis (i.e.,

the value will reflect price fluctuations plus d1V1dends
declared on the Component Stocks). The Calculation Agent
will make this calculation by (1) multiplying the last sale
price of each Component Stock on 1ts primary exchange by
the number of shares of such Component Stock represented in
the index, (2) summating these products across all Compo-
nent Stocks, and (3) dividing the sum by the current divisor.

The Index Compilation Agent will set the initial value of
the divisor. On the trading day prior to the first day of trading
ol TRAKRS based upon a specific TRAKRS 1ndex, the Index
Compilation Agent will be published as promptly as practi-
cable. All changes to the index will become etlfective at 4:00
PM EST on the third Friday of March, June, September, and
December (or if such Friday 1s not a business day, the first
business day prior thereto).

Thenumber of Component Stocks in the index shall remain
fixed between quarterly rebalancings except in the event of
certain types ol corporate actions such as a merger or other
corporate reconstitution event that warrants the removal of a
Component Stock prior to the Quarterly Rebalancing. In such
case, the index divisor shall be recalculated to ensure the
continuity of the index’s value.

For mstance, an underlying Index may be based on debt
securities, preferred securities, or non-U.S. securities; the
interest rate pass-through may partially or completely offset
time value; and the term of the contract may be short,
medium, or long term.

Although the invention has been described in detail for the
purpose of 1llustration, 1t 1s to be understood that such detail
1s solely for that purpose and that variations can be made

therein by those skilled 1n the art without departing from the
spirit and scope of the invention.

What 1s claimed 1s:

1. A data processing system for the tracking and manage-
ment of account information associated with non-traditional
futures contracts, said system comprising;

an account information mput module operable to collect

account data associated with customers and invest-
ments, wherein said account information includes
account status details suificient to ascertain a select asset
threshold for determining a level of margin for said
account holder:

an account transaction processor operable to receive orders

and trading information and selectively updating
account information 1n response to said order and trad-
ing information, wherein said account transaction pro-
cessor 1s further operable to provide an interest pass-
through between long and short clearing members and
an 1interest pass-through between institutional customers
and the long and short clearing members; and

account transaction data storage operable to store current

account data associated with said accounts and limited
historical account data tracing recent activity within
cach of said accounts.

2. The system of claim 1 wherein transaction data storage
includes demographic data for each of said account holders,
including information regarding a valuation of account holder
assets.
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3. The system of claim 1 wherein said account transaction
processor includes communication links to one or more fix-
tures exchanges for executing orders and/or updating account
data.

4. The system of claim 1 wherein said interest rate pass-

through 1s 1n the direction from a long side to a short side of
said select investment vehicle.

5. An mvestment vehicle configured to provide a future
return corresponding to a price movement of a measure of an
underlying asset, said vehicle comprising logic encoded in
one or more computer-readable non-transitory storage media
for execution and when executed operable to provide:

a short and a long side of said vehicle, wherein said long
side valuation will be directly proportional to the valu-
ation of said underlying asset measure and said short
side valuation will be mversely proportional to said
underlying asset measure;
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a vehicle termination date wherein said short side and long,
side are closed out with corresponding obligations based
on the valuation of said underlying asset measure on said
termination date;

a vehicle margin requirement wherein said requirement 1s
dynamically alterable based on a margin determination
factor; and

an 1nterest rate pass-through providing interest payment to
move 1n the direction from the long side towards the
short side of the vehicle.

6. The mvestment vehicle of claim 5 further comprising

unrecognized dividend returns from the underlying asset.

7. The mvestment vehicle of claim 5 wherein said under-
lying asset measure 1s an index value corresponding to a
plurality of securities.

8. The mvestment vehicle of claim 5 wherein said under-
lying asset measure 1s numerical indicia of an aggregation of
plural securities.
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